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SUITOR: 

T arrived in New York and was itinnediatdy ton- 
frcnltod hy a reciter asking me to oomment od the 
article by Richard Warren Ltwij, namely “The Scav- 
engers^ api^rliij^ in Tkc ^^rid Jour^vl Tribune 
mafuine (January 22}. 

It is with the deepest regret and humility that 
1 am subjected bo such untruths, slander^ extortion, 
etc; 

I ash an immediate rctractian of the parts 
titameJy) “She makes public appearances pleading her 
son's Inttocence, at fees ranging up to $500i" This is 
^ an uu-truth. Also ihc referral “Marguerite Oswald, 
iht nrother of the assassin,” 

T,egal!y my son. Lee Hajr'ey Osivald, di«l an 
mnoeent man and 1 expect your newspaper to re- 
spect his Constitutional Rights by rightfolly rcfcnriitg, 
to him as the alleged or accused, also with refer«ico 
to me. 

i{ARGVER!TE OSt^ALD 

Editor ; 

f^lander is the refuge of sooundrels and your 
columns the sanctuary from which they prey. 

Somehow it is honorable to practice your gents- 
room journalism bne dishonorable to write demand- 
ing truth and integrity of goveminent A president 
has liecn murdered and consigned to history with the 
dubious epitaph of an official invesrigatioii that an- 
swers no ipjestions beyond doubt arid leaves more 
unanswered than it f^md. You say, “Fine, That's 
the way it should be.” I say, “If this can happen, no 
president i$ ever safe, and the institutions of our 
society are in jeopardy, 

Those lawyers who blended and applied the 
whitewash that so thinly covers our national dis- 
honor tind their champions in Schiller, Lewis and 
jneu, yet thej- do not have the courage to defend them- 
selves face to face with me. They have avoided couitt- 
less radio and tclev'ision invitations for direct con- 
frontations, as recently as last week and this Coming 
one iu New York aJone, and they have done this 
from coast to coast, week after week, Ctm you de- 
fend them when they will not defend themselves? 
They do not try because they know they cannot, for 
they now know what they have done and art, as 
they shiould be, ashamed of it. 

But I challertged yon as f challenged them: L« 
me answer the distortkms and falseho^s they seek 
to retail l>ehind the back, not fate to face, through 
those commercial nightstieaks, Schiller and Lewis, 
fixve mt what you gave Lewis, and I win 6a it en- 
tirely from the offieial record. To put it simply, put 
up or shut up. 

FTAROLD ii'EISBERG 
£"ditor.^ 

, . - Lewis docs not classify as “scavengers* 
riff those writers who deal with the assassination but 
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only thiKe who question or challenge the Warten 
Report. He charges them with a “rush for money” 
Imuwing full welt that the victims of his malice, with 
perhaps ft single exception, are out of poclcct by con- 
siderable sums in pursuit of their re^rdh on the 
case. Apparently hii personal ethics and experience 
are such that he cannot even conceive the possibility 
that others may be motivated by a disinterested com- 
mitment to justice or truth. Lewis does not tnention, 
itjuch Jess denounce,, the profits earned by books 
which atten^ to legitimize the untenable Warren 
Report, published w to be published . . , 

I turn now to the insinuation that there is some- 
thing devious in "the monitoring of public broadcasta, 
Mr, Louis Niier's error with fcspca to the Mauser 
wjis not singular but one of many travesties of fact 
in his radio statement of September 30* 19^ I crr- 
Culated an analysis of his wild inaccuracies among tnany 
uf my colleagues and not merely to the critic singled 
out for mention in the artide. That analysis is en- 
closed for your information . . . Mr, Lewitf attempt to 
dismiss the Prejidetrt's body-recoil on impact of the 
fatal bullet by alleging the accderatkm of the car at 
the same mdment betrays his kindred capacicy far 
blatant misrepresentadon of established fact 

I cannot close withoat ptoicsUitg vehemently the 
false and malicious description in the article of the 
lovable German shepherd dog with whom I became 
acquainted recently. This tioble anunaE received me, 
and others who were Strangers to him, with utmt^t 
aff^on and counesy, Thftt he displayed animus 
toward Mr, Lewis or his companion 1* a tribute to 
the dog^s fine sense of discrimination between the 
subhuman and the human being. 

SYLyfM MEAGHER 

Editor.* ^ 

Eichaitl Warren Lewis’ article, “The Scavengcf^,” 
has juat been brought to my attention- In a fairly 
king joumatisde career here and kt Europe, I have 
seldom read anything more discrediting to the pro- 
fession, We arc supposed to seek troths in our pro- 
fession, not advance theses through the selection and 
distortion of facts. 

In my lectures to journalism clases in American 
universities, and in my courses in communicatiOELS in 
European odes, I will use this as a prototype of scur- 
rilous journalism. Here are only a few of the reaiom: 

L Your reporter accepted the hospitality of at 
least some of those whom he slandered. For c,sampte; 
Pain Jones was carrying that bottle of whisky home 
predsdy in order to serve the reporter his highballs, 

2. The piece is densely saturated with traditional 
fallacies of logic; It is filled with question-begging 
epithets (such as adjectives like “brazen” preceding 
the names of people your rqwrtcr seeks to demean 
and noble adjectives preceding those of the pro- 
Warren report people). Ad Adiuiom arguments 
abound; all of the subjects wanted either money or 
fame as their prime motives, f krtow this to be a 
lie, and T am ^re your reporter does also, tie has 
sought few truths Emi only the kind of details* often 




the Contents of Penn Jones’s newspaper; Sylvia 
Meagher’s listening to Eartok and giving up ballet, 
for example* and dozens of othefs. He uses terms 
tike ftooks and iMncfiic fringe to describe every one 
of them, I know some of them personally and I have 
deeply respected some of them as men and women 
of great pcrclpience, sincerity atid sanity. 

Yon printed a hatchet job. This is scabrous 
journalism of a ty-pc one d*s not expect to encounter 
in a responsible newspaper these days. Moreover, it 
is so ridiculously sbntcd as to be ineffective. 

JOHN HO^VARD GRIFFW 

Sditdr.‘ 

In a single paragraph about me, your staff (by- 
line: Richard Warren Lewis) made five errors. I 
occdfl’t detail them; the proofs are in the notes 
and tapes of your reporter. 

Five errors in a paragraph I I am coiifidenc that 
you scored as weEl or better in the t«i of the ar- 
tiek. . . . 

Mr. Lewis came out Batfootedly ip defense of 
Lyndon Johnson, Earl Warren, the Kennedy family, 
the FBI and the U. S- Navy. It is hard to find such 
courage in these days, , , , 

HAROLD F£L£>iJ//f AT 

£^DIT0R? 

Mr, Lewis has his chronology all wrong. The 
Bodley Head Ltd. accepted RufA te Jtfdgfttcnl for 
puhlication after it had been seen in a complete but 
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ha4 b«n wfritten, b«t none of whom appareaitly were 
prepared^ as w^uj The Bwlte/ Head, to undertake 
i the HMtly and cxactfn^ work of editing. At no time 
wM AbjA tQ Judffififnt Hibmitted to an American 
puUiaher "in outlinei" 

The noticiii that The Bodle>‘ Head then published 
an English language edition that became such a best- 
seller that Holt. Riuehait and Winston was encouraged 
to undertake its American publication is a complete 
i fantasy, without a scintilla nf truth. As a matter of 
facCn the American edition of Rusk to 
photographed though it was from the corrected page 
proofs of The Bodley Head tj^pe, was published on 
August 15, whereas the first English edition 
of J?twA to /nd^ment was published on September 22, 
1966. It was only after Rush to fudgm^t had become 
a bestseller in the United States that other European 
publishers Contracted for its translation and publica- 
tion. 

It should also be noted that a decision to make 
a niovit of Rush to Judgment was made many, many 
months before either the American or English edi- 
tion had appeared and, indeed, according to Entile 
De Antonio, the producer of Rush to Judgmout^ they 
had completed a rough Cut of the film by early July 
of 1^. 

The imputatiou that Hok, Rinehart and Winston 
was involved in an enterprise of ”3cav«igiii|;" is not 
only wholly unwarranted but a grotesque distortion 
of the truth. The cc. "retted galleys of Rush to Judg- 
, witfwl, received by Holt on March 2A, 1&66, were read 



Battle Over 
The Scavengers 

by no \eaa than seven members of this firm, mdudinf 
its legal counsel It was regarded by us as an important 
document and deserving of publication and our pub- 
lishing support. Otir role as publishers is not to censor 
history, Imt to make it available in all of its com- 
ple:riti«s and ambiguities. 

If indeed it is the case that Mark Lane's Rush 
to Judgment ha) shaken public confiderice b the War- 
ren Gjmmmioft Report, then as publishers we are not 
to be regarded as derelict in our responsibility, for 
indeed if the publication of books nct'cr contributes to 
the making of hittofy. then publishing is finally an 
unnecessary enterprise. 

MTHUR A. COifE.V. 

Vice Pet^pdeni ostd £difor m Ckssf 
Holt, Riackart mul WinstOiL. 

T " HE AUTHORS REPLY: 

Mrs. Oswald SayS she has not made public appear- 
ances for fees up to $500. We know for certain, 
however, that on at least one occasion she asked that 
amount for her services and, when she was turned 
down, commented: 'There ate many witnesses, but 
there is only one mother." We reported this and stand 
by it While she may (or may not) be I^lly correct 
to say that her son is an ‘‘alleged'* assassin, in view of 
the Warren Commission's findings It seems quite 
proper to refer to hiin as the assassin, period. 

Harold Weisberg arics for equal space; ihongh 
the decision is not out), one wimld think he has had 
ample space to make hts casd both in his books and 
in the numerous articles and review) quoting him. 
He says further that if President Kennedy could have 
been assassinated with no better inquiry than was held, 
then '*no. president is ever safe, and the insttoitions 
of our society are in jeo^rdy." The fact remains 
that Our institutiona are still intact, and no head of 
state can be absolutely protected against the acts of 
madmen. President Kennedy himself remarked the 
day before he was shot that no president could ever 
be Completely safe- 

As for Mr*. Meagher's cootentioii that her serv- 
ice in the Housewives’ Underground correcting such 
things as Louii Nizer'i having inadvertently called a 
Mauser a ^'howier’' is valuable, that is her opinion. 
Wouldn't it be mote beneficial, one wonders, if she 
were to turn her energies to monitoring Mark Lane's 
lectures and broadcasts in an effort to straighten 
out his errors and misstatements? Incidentally, the 
clog to which Mrs. Meagher refers happens to have 
taken a large bite out of one of us (Mr. Lewie) and, 
SO far as can be ascertained, there is no controversy 
over the direcdoo the bite came from or the loca- 
tion of its imprint on the person who received it 
■Mr. Griffin neglect) to mention in his letter that 
he wrote the preface to Penn Jones* book. It is thus 
possible to assume that he has a vested intereit in 
the book's reputation and is therefore biased in hi) 
judgment. Coneemtng the bottle of whisky Jones 
was Carrying; it may have been intended for us, but 
we didn't get any oHt then and wouldnft have been 
overly enthusiastic had Jones offered us any, since it 
was 9 a-m. Besides, we don't like hfghbaUs. (We did. 



on a later occasion, have a drink with Jones, what^ 
ever that may indicate to Mf. Griffin.) Since Mr. 
Griffin further accuse) u) of employing logical fala- 
cio, perhaps he should have pointed some out in his 
letter. 

The '^five errors” Mr. Feldman refers to in our 
passage dealing with him were, alas, part of the 
informaiion provided us by Mr, Feldman's own as- 
sociate, Maggie Fldd, This seems to suggest that 
the critics have yet to straighten out an Ae facta 
about each Other, let alone the assassination. Mr. Feld- 
man fails to mention that when we found there were, 
in fact, minor errors in Maggie Field's iufotmar 
tion about him we tried to correct our article and 
found it had already gone to the printer. We imme- 
diately sent Mr, Feldman a telegram apologizing, 
for e;omtplc, for having promoted him to college 
professor when he is really a high school teacher, 
that being one of the more serious of cur errors. 
Our apobgyv for what it is worth, still stands. 

Mr. Cohen's correction of our dtroitology is well 
taken, and we appreciate it He obviously went over 
our article Carefully to make fhe correction. Had he 
gone over Mark Line's footnotes with the same care, 
he may have decided not to print Rush to Judgment, 
In any cafe, we ccrtamly did not Intend to call Holt, 
Rinehart and Winston "scavengers” — although we did 
mtend to call Mr. Lane a' scavenger, since he has 
based his book upon misleading facts ami tnisieading 
representations of testimony, and has thus succeeded 
in put]fng-tbe wool over the eyes of the American 
pubiic. .Mr. Cohen states that hi* firm doo not 
"censor history * but rather attempts to mike it avail- 
able in all its complexities, etc. Ferhips he would 
be iiiterested in obtaining hard cover right) to cur 
own full-length liouk correcting the errors cnide by 
the Warren Report's critics (paperback rights are 
gone). A manuscript ia available for him to look 
at on condition that he doesn't show it to Mark Lane. 

Generally, it is safe to say that no matter what 
the outcome of the Warren Report hid been, there 
would have been critics, and we do not object to this; 
every human being has a right to criticize. But when 
the critics try' to sell the public on their conclusions, 
they have i responsibility to make ctrtam they have 
done their homework well, and arc not trucking in 
lies, innuendoes and misre|>resentitions of fact. The 
critics ail seem to be criticizing the Warren Coimuis- 
rion for having prejudged what happened in Dallas. 
And yet the critics themseUes have prejodged what 
happened: most start from the premise of con- 
spiracy and build their cases from there. If Osw^ald 
were alive today and swore he had not been a part 
of a conspiracy, none of the critics would believe 
him. Every member pf the Commission knew the 
day would come when people would take rhetorical 
pot-shots at the Report; the Commission staff vol- 
untarily became fair game for 160 mitliou adults, 
blow the critics are taking offense at our efforts to 
set the record straight and we remind those crititj 
that they don't live In a game preserve either. 

LAWRENCE SCHJU^, 
RICHARD IVARREN LEWIS 

If no WotU TAJhwsu ! T^msn 




